11 '3 '67 



Deer Dylvla, 

A-lthoiigh ir> th'? p*e t 36 hours I have aptnt less then two in bed and cannot 
do all ^ kstbefore leering on ro'i trip, I cannot let your letter to Amoni, doted October 
30, go without response end expression of ay sense cf indignation. 

You never discussed Gurvich with me until after you ho ^k was done. Y oU mention 
ed him for the first time to me the day we lunchs- at tbe UN, when you had the page proofs 
with you. I then told you we had never discussed him end that 1 had had no knowledge of 
him other than what 1 had rend in the papers. Y 0 u know my book wts completed before 
1 weht to &ew Orleans, You know eleo that 1 tola you the very firet time I spoke to 
Tom, in early Jeuury, he id?ntifled Louis Ivona to me at the chief investigator and then 
gave me Louis 1 phon* and address. 

The quotation fro a OSWALD IN HEW OHTSaITS la from a ch peter that to th* most 
casual reeling ele rly comas from the public press. In moot cesea, ths exact sourcee 
end cbtes ore cited. the case you cite, it was not, Y 0 u fell to cite the earlier, 
contrary references to Gurvich, which ere entirely different. 1 feel you have twisted 
things here in sn unfair effort to sustain an indefensible position. That you could make 
an hor.est mistahe is entirely comprehensible; that you persist in your endless campaign 
agpinst Garrison is your own affair. That you involved all of ua in it is r.r oag. We have 
fiohar t ings to dowi h our time, 

lfcetb?r you retract or do not retract this to Amoni interests ::e little 
eexcspt as a representation of your own state of mind. «bat vrnoni coes intereste roc much 
less, in any event, whether or not the editing cf my bo-k was good (and if you got that 
far you need hsve no quo a tier# whenther or not I erred in quoting the papers or in leaving 
quotation m-.fers, in no way justifies what you here attempt, for it does not relute to 
v/hot you are making an issue of: whethei or not 1 ever told you fchst G<*rv ieh was the 
chief investigator. This I never did, and Indeed we never diacu?9*d it. I am no less confi- 
dent that Tom could not h.^ve told you this befsuse he had earlier told mo othervice. 

I feel your allusion to your "good faith" An the third paragraph and your 
fourth paregreph as it relates to me ere not things of which you can bo proud. There is 
absolutely no ruertidn obout it: there never was any discussion of eny kind between ua 
about Gurvich. There was absolutely no basis for your including me. You did not sec my 
book at that time end cannot use my quotation from the prsss os the source. It is only 
within the oast few d8ys that you have seen it. 

We hsve s lonE conversation by phone JL wben I was in ffew Tork, when you had 
either written or planned to write this let tor. You made no reference to It or y> 4 * ur plans, 
‘ben ray wife xliamrr told me by phone of receipt of it, ^ Immediately phoned you. ^ left 
word where I could be reached until 4 ppra. and you did not call br- ok. 



If thia matter hea become "tediou a- arm is " pis#yuae", to whom and why? i 
«m entirely in: ©cent in 3il of it end you have dr8fged me in by inventing so::Bthinv that 
? . t payer harre^od. ^rnoni’s own itegrity end roanlinesa, his own standard? ^nd concepts, his 
to defend himself, ere clearly reflected in his refusal to ecoept the letter I xvr 
wrote in response to his vilifies ticn. I fear he spent too long e time in the rong rlaces. 

requires little courage to slender and slip away. If you want to campaign egoi ns t 
Garrison, do it, but do not involved m*. I tell you unequivocally end for the lest ti;ee 

tV*t to say or infer that I tolc you Girvich was chief investigator or to even infer that 
we iiscussod it is entirely false. I am outraged that yo i could consider doing ,vhet you riuv?. 



Again I encourage you to try and examine the ueturo and extent of your emotional 
involvement in that private war you hove dowered, Shat you have done on 3 ore doing far 
transcends the requirement of h?nor, that you declare yourself. You ere involving: all of 
the rest of ua, who have nc such desire. M t is, to be end 1 feel confident to ethers, a 
considerable waste or time and energy. 

The maxing of errors is unavoidable. In normal efuirs, m ell do. On thie 
subject, f’Uormous -md complicated as it ie, with thj design fur error ad.iitionu ily built 
in, a certain amount of error is u avoidable. A3 long ea tney ui*e of houast inteht, thero 
can bo uo fair co?a damnation for it, any more than there eta for breathing. 3'ith all that 
fJts h#/u tried to uold in out a inds, it is a otnpre Sensible tout we tciiufi we resell things X* 
th*t aaver happened. 

Mih.t I oam.ot unue-s-snd :s your grla d« tormina tlou to embroil ma. I did not 
j'qu. c omuls . 1/1 to you dbcut y^ur misquote si on. ^ hn/ouo uo*bt cnec you einceraly believe 
tlUa happened, it coulu not h^vo. - f /ith Tau Be vhelu there can be no question, .nether you 
b: lie vo me or not, there la likewise none with me. Bethell told me of Ivon, I bsd nothing 
to do with Gurvich and much with Ivon, Garrison never one* mentioned Gurvich to me. 

1 rarest, .nd nftft? t hie letter 1 rdJLi not again rutpoud cnx this subject, 
when Toro first fhonea me, from Patti* 3 , in very early January, he told me how to f-k in 
touch with hin and **ith xvoua. There v/ere things he conceived 1 might wsat to ttlce up with 
th' cniof investigator, an 1 bell-, ve he tr»ey -lao hevo thought Avon* might have went© to 
® c things. If ny niettiox*y toes not err, he also sauced me to gond him sene things c/o Ivors. 

I cannot possibly be more explicit: he told me Ivons was chief investigator. 

Je CcsU.-o biota nt aisu&3 to ithicii you have triea to *ut i^y boom, jomethlng 

entire It inconaibtexxt * ith everything i have soon euu thought of you, 1 foil I roust remind 
you ol vvoet vie did diocues: that I turneu in ch^ rou^h ^ruft eiiu iitr 7 or egnin sst/ it. as 
r« Gently e.*- when - thanked you for ycur be K, 1 iol&i believa 1 told you that I would res 1 , 
it after I rend my o<m, fci I baa not ee*a what Leu bten done in editi^. Between the 
time I osii/er*.. iia nuacri.pt euc. the tiT’t you cr^steu this r.igrja, I &rot 3 end published 

out bo^rc, complot«.u tb»> draft of another, and managed to squeze in a few other t hinge. So, 
ray recollection of hat I wrote (and y h^k of *n<. lodge of whet editinr did), Inna* log 
me to consult your reference. It must have te n ciowr to you that begin. inr with th© 
vba.ter title, 'Garrison'e Gallery’*, this chapter* is fro-* th- press. 

In ell of this you 61 so:. point n,c* very r.uuh, Sylvin, and y r u have bona -hot 
can cnly h.ve the effect of hurting ..u, if it U d nuy effect et all. I tm quite surprised 
that you ?culd do this, 

Whether or not .x*nonl you friend, 1 toll you his poroonal bohrvi^r toward 
lie ie uit- graceful. 1 did not initiate any of this « th him, either. Abet ho wrote about 
me ic below contempt and is entirely f Iso. 1 dll net 07en dumnnd o retraction cf him. He 
then mates this childish display of intellectual cowardice to refugee a letter. This ie 
a men" This e uf princi le. To this, xiud of principle, between uc, he enjoys ^ 
monopoly. I can account for it »only as s port of the great tragedy xh he ic said to have 
suffered earlier. 















Sincerely, 



